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Rz F 16S rDNA ERE X EHR AR KB E
EHMKBELAE S FERNRI

1,2 1 1 1 S~ ow ] 1 =2 1, %
T B R ¥ ERaH  ZEW BT EFe KV AaR
(1. s EB2EB TR A ST, W R AR E SIS, W 410125;2. Rl RIS I5 B, 5 430070)

TE A P E R B R AR ol A= 25 0 it RS ot B 0 2 6 16 FR vof R ((CK) RS 203 FH ((OM) it B Acb 388 Ay + 398 % 5%, 1z A
16S rDNA 57 SR R H B4R B+ M AE W) 5 DNA, 3 JIF @45 16S rDNA FERESCEE , 3475 51 I E Fiorir . S5REH,
5% B (CK) AL, REE R H (OM) J5 HIRANB BRA S R4 T BB, TN TE 22 B 35 50 FE 3978 BRI X BB (CK) A
FEECR H (OM) B HEAEAL BE A SR SR BE R AR TE 1, IR AP R IR 2 RS B F oD T 2T B I S S B R B 1 40 A, TG
BN T RS ALIBIE R 43T o 16S tDNA REER B 40T KB, FE B8 H X BR AT A AEE S5 A Bk, R RIE A 1 8- BT I
K$EIA :16S rDNA; KAE + s KEAME AL ; A B HEM: RE KR E i

Effect of long-term fertilization by the application of rice straw on bacterial
diversity in paddy soil
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Abstract; Paddy soil bacterial community structure was studied through 16S rDNA gene. The soil samples were collected
from the long-term fertilization experiment field at the Taoyuan Agro-ecosystem Research Station. Total microbial DNA was
directly extracted from both treatments including amended with rice straw ( OM) and CK. The clone libraries were
constructed after cloning and sequencing. The result showed that the bacterial communtiy composition of the paddy soil
amended with rice straw (OM) was changed significantly compared with CK, both Shannon index and evenness decreased
indicating its bacterial diversity was decreased. Proteobacteria were predominated both in rice straw ( OM) and CK
treatments, followed by Acidobacteria. Application of rice straw induced obvious decrease of the genotypes of Proteobacteria ,
Verrucomicrobia, Chloroflexi and Chlorobi compared to CK, in the contrast, the genotypes of Nitrospira increased. The
phylogenetic tree based on the 16S rDNA sequences showed that application of rice straw varied the distribution of
Acidobacteria greatest, followed by Verrucomicrobia and Delta-Proteobacteria. Therefore, application of rice straw had an

important impact on bacterial community structure.

Key Words: 16S rDNA; rice straw; bacterial diversity; phylogenetic analysis
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FE A B 5 MBI M AR W 2 R P B 8 16,2008 4 8] 3037 46 3R P Al 04 PR F1 BIOLOG 46 0 3 X 6 75
H S A BT T R SRR AT

UTAERE 328 FAR IR J7 B T 08 A M 2 R P O ST BRI ABR 22 , 1 v 1 SR A Wy v A2 T8 B0 P 2 0 I e
2 MEZ R RZ BT Z K. BT R MRS S R 2, BB B K, X R B R A
Ko HBGMBIT I E FERMEFHEAR, RENET 1% —10% WHEY ", BEIBOSENMED S
HERFEBMER, ZET 16S tDNA 53 FAEY AR TEIR TEGEEFRHAR KBRS , BB PR | 17 Hh KB 18 3%
A FRARE S MM RH S S, BRTE S8 Z HR T M v Z RIS S, ke
#4168 tDNA-RFLP J7 4047 7 B b X A FE S8 40 18 1) 5 R0, XU B R 461 B T 16S rRINA JE R ¢
PEHAR TSR B T AN B RETE B AR, B TR RIALR

KRG AR H SRR T35 M R AR A , JUHR B ok SRR - S A W BT S5 A e & A A L B A
6, R E] TS RE RN BE R IFRS MR E . HBRE XX T HKBIREAE NS R, BHERS
FIF DNA 2 F AW H AR SHE RS 08 R T M SRR IOTTSE . BRI, 4RI K RS 3R R Ag &
SELH T 1) 2 RE PR R RETE S5 M AR 10, R DA [ B 2 B MR ARl A 253k 60 il B S o 32 300 2 3K 6 3R
S TR BRI AE W i DNA S 7 16Sr RNA JE 5 SE e SCHE , S0 K IRE 208 T 398 40 7 Fo 2
AL, BN AE I HBGERE B 3 A 7= 1 A Y F LB
1 RS HE
1.1 HIEFESRE

HHERE LR A P E R Bk IR AR AR AR B 3 (110°727E, 28°52"N) it A i B 4 30 < 3R B0 F , 244 4
KR 16.15C & &2 1447. 9mm, H B8 1531. 4h, KFHEE ST 102. 1 x 4. 187kJ/cm? s EE T e
ST R 1 5 B T ALK RS £, 1990 4SRRI HT IR SEA BL MR A BB 15.4 g kg ™', 2R 1.88 g-kg ', &
B0.60 g-kg ™', &40 12.8 g-kg ™', H M 16.2 mg-kg ', HALH 74.3 mg-kg ™' ,pH 5.74, KAEFAE S RNE—
SEWIZE B RS LA AR B o 24 S RZesz 4 207,

AR 1) N P.KALIE(CK) ;2) N P K LA + S BAEFFEH (OM) BB HRERE S . Horb
OM Ab¥E M 1990 “FLIFF 1 4, B B ERFEIIRE 2F UK 10em KBI#HF &/ NX HS, RAER/FTE
HI & 4221kg/hm’ , B AEAS FFIE FH & 5005kg/hm’ , KB 3 IWE K, FEHLIX AL HEF), NXEFA N 4.1 m x8. 1
m, 1990—2006 4E4%KbHHEL e RE AL IE MG Pl B RASEFEFF NP K S BILE 1.

£1 1990—2006 £F £ 4b 2 5 AR B (kg/hm?)
Table 1 Fertilizer application levels in different treatments during 1990—2006

45 Treatment ALHE Fertilizer FEEFEFFY Rice Straw
N P K N P K
B CK 72.9(112.5)Y 39.3(26.2) 70.2(56.0)
oM 63.5(112.5) 39.3(26.2) 70.2(56.0) 42.2 8.7 120.6
e CK 109.4(150.0) 0(13.09) 127.0(80.9)
oM 118.8(150.0) 0(13.09) 127.0(80.9) 46.2 10.4 128.0

1) 455 M8 1990—1996 4E [ ILAEHE I, 455 504 1996 4F )5 Z A WL AL 5 2) A RS AT NLPLK & &I 1990—2006 4 i) F
#E

TR T 2007 4 3 A (LA T LM RN LI RUREE, LIRS RE /MK
H5 AR R A . SRR, BIERIZA 2em 1R, RERE 2—15em, HEHRSE, RERR ARER
Yy, — R T4E (2 200g) 15 H 8] 2 %0 F B TE AR AR A K AR AR BB TR ARV OR , 17 [ S 0 2 Ja MR
HEHUH - BOCARAT, Bt T HE WA BT s 3 — B2 1A (24 500g) e A K I 4 B2 404R 1 (] SE 3 2, XT3
i 2mm 5 4CORAF, HE AR A B PR i o 3R A B B AL PDIR L3R 2
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1.2 13 DNA f#2E

S Proweous T MR E T MHE R ) mrrmsmems S TR LBOE AR
SDS-GITC-PEG % ’ # ﬂiiﬁ %,I 1@ Eio *;J_"H"R 0. Sg i#:]: Table 2 The physical and chemical properties of the soils
2mL BLOE R, BN 24 IR e s/ 20 £, A ot TR

Kb Treatments
A5-7 B 5 B 0 BB 15 000g, B L B [A] cK oM
10min., /\Eﬁ¢£%%$$ﬁo A B Soil Organic Matter/ ( g/kg) 37.21b 47.16a
A Soil Available Phosphorus/(mg/kg)  15.00b 22.15a
1.3 gl%i&-ﬁ-*ﬂ PCR }im FHA Soil Available Potassium/ ( mg/kg) 43.01b 152.90a
IR TR 16S rDNA fR5F R ITTI4, BT FIBY 3isa Soil Available Nitrogen/(me/kg)  132.42b  182.09a
35 NFEFISR B L3R40 F L E 10 N8 (Agrobacteri-  BUEY R MBC/ (mg/kg) 1026.2b  1232.94a
um, Alcaligenes, Azospirillum, Azotobacter, Bacillus, PR MBN/ (mg/kg) 79.45b  116.13a
Flavobacterium , Paracoccus, Propionibacterium , Pseudo- 4 Total Nitrogen/ (g/ke) 1-90b 240a
4> Total Phosphorus/ (g/kg) 0.62b 0.74a
monas, Thiobacillus) . iz Fi Clustal W {42 #7 J5 i - S 10a S 05a
Alignment , HARPE AR F K IR 519 : LS 5 - Fmmmikesisait 0—0.25mm 1.16 2.21
ACAYTGGDACTGAGACACGG-3’ Ml F US| # 5°-  Content of dry >0.25—0.5mm 0.69 1.27
GATTACTAGCGATTCCRRCTTC-3’ ﬁi‘?ﬁ’ H E‘ngﬁ E‘J sieved aggregate >0.5—1mm 1.93 3.52
ki . e
50 pL PCR R Mif& &% 10 x PCR 28 p¥k ( plus s o3 70.0
Mg**)5pL;10 mmol/L dNTP 2L, 10 pmol/L f 1T B P < 0.05 KFT LSD Ky, Al 50 3222 5 B 1

eI 494 2 uLiTaqDNA B4 2 UsHEME 100 ngs i 0
KE WK E S50 uL, PCR BLARAFIT :95°C, FiAE
P 5min ;40 MEFF :95°C 281 30s,50°C 1B 2k 455,72°C
S 1min;72°CAHE 10min, PCR =H1fi2 EB e i) 1% SISHREER: t ko,
1.4 ¥ 3> Yi sakE Al 7

| B e el iR 37 &5 ( Wizard SV gel and PCR clean-up system, Promega) Zlifk, 16S rDNA JE[K B, SR
i@ 4 pGEM-T Vector System i& 3] & ( Promega) iEHE7EE AR I , % A K% & ( Escherichia coli) B2 54000, &
HAEHEATHEHEZR (Ampicillin) /IPTG/X-Gal f) LB FEfAkBE g% I ,37°C T H3F 16—24 h, HETE TR N
FAMEREAL T 4CIRTE, & itE—20 PCR ¥ 1A

FIF T7 #1 SP6 AT ¥% PCR, i ieddi A B B9 7 Wi BH P 72 b 1 3 B 3R F BG4 DNA JR 3 € , 14
BYIRESCE . WIF N B A TAY) TRAF .
1.5 JF3ioth

W50 7 BT 48 7 51 7 NCBI Hh k47 [R] P8 7 H X4 (http : //blast. nebi. nlm. nih. gov/Blast. cgi) , Pkt 5 551 3£ %
KR BAIRUFS, FAIFH CHECK-CHIMERA 24 0 Hrie 2 5B it & R B RF 511 o W 5 14 5 37 A 3 1)
Ry 16S rDNA AH{UF S, F A Clustal X 1. 83 F1 Mega 4. 0 240 Hr 2 H HOXF 45 R , SR 48415 (Neighbor
— Joining) HEHRFEKEW

# 16S tDNA [F51]3238 GenBank #ZH BREUIE R , &0 5 7F FJ265080-FJ265528 1,
1.6 HEabr

3% FH Shannon-Wiener ZHEEE%: H = - Z (Pi) (InPi) ;35 EIEE: E = H/Hmax(H P Hmax =

InS) MEHR C =1 - (nl/N) FATLRMEMT . FIF] LIBSHUFF 20 LR R IMEAE AL B T , A S 24
WRBEIFEES . WA (http://LIBSHUFF. mib. uga. edu/) S/ LRI A0 38 78 e SO R ) 22 5, I B e e
95% F B {5 BE X [A] A, A P <0. 05, BEEARG /S Ab B (] A7 7E B M2 R, P > 0. 05 M ULH B ab B (0] B2
MR,
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2.1 HEZHIETEL

it Clustal W k{4 H%E DNA F7 51 i AH AU , K AHARLPE K T 98% 19 15 1 U5y [R] — Fh T R 4E 43 25 0T
( Operational taxonomic unit, OTU) " | %t H&( CK) FIFSELIA H (OM) BN AE AL FE ¥k 3% T 150 4~ 16S rDNA
FRET, AR E] 134 F1 111 A~ OTU, XA HEAEAL 3 A 40 7 16S rDNA ZFEVERS BT 0T (£ 3) , X IR
(CK) FIfEFE H (OM) Bi- M AL AL 3 ) Shannon 38505351y 4. 65 Fl 4. 56, #45] BE 46 %4351 0.99 #10.97,
FEELIA FH 5 40 T 1 2 AR PR RN 38 50 BE 3R BT Rk

*3 TWHEIEMAE 16S rDNA XEMN SRR
Table 3 Diversity indices of bacterial 16S rDNA clone libraries from CK and OM

Qb TURERK LD RIBL Shannon $5%{ BSIREHR A
Treatment Clone OTUs Shannon Indices Evenness Indices
X iR CK 150 134 4.65 0.99

i H & B OM 150 111 4.56 0.97

#E—25 F| i Libshuff F7F 047 H8-1> E B SO ] 22 5, 45 R 32 W 16S tDNA gk SCETEXT i (CK) s B
iR H (OM) 4B A F7 7EAR B & PR 22 53 (P <0.01) , BiBARE Fak G T IR S R 4 T BE AL
2.2 404 16S tDNA F3) 40171

K7 45 16S rDNA JFFI7E GenBank HH 4T LD %4 FEHELMME 165 xDNA FF5I 57
XTJ' 1% @J XTJ' BE ﬂ:ﬂ ﬂ:‘{' E 7 H /l\w il &tﬁ QEI —l%‘ E(J ﬁ' ;@ Table 4 Sequence analysis of 16S rDNA clones from CK and OM
(44)  FTRURHIXH I (CK) RRTESEE (OM) FIASHE R
HE@EE*%%%%%%@%%( PrOteObaCteria) ’ 53’7':1"] clone No /% clone No /%
ﬁ;ﬁglé‘ﬁ@ﬁ% 42% F147% . Eﬁﬂ:%(flddobacteria) Proteobacteria 63 42 70 47

,flbf(ijixx‘ﬁ?%ﬁ‘( Proteobacteria) , E*Ei H i% EI;, ‘H_j:ﬁj( (x-Proteohacterfa 17 11 32 21
R MR (CK) RS E (W) e P T

HRHT T (Acidobacteria) 53531 i 6 5e B B0 19% 0 8-Proteobacteria 27 18 26 17
21% ,FE¥RLIE H JG BRAT B (Acidobacteria ) 3G fIIT 2% o Acidobacteria 29 19 31 21

AN, X B (CK) Hr 4 R AP 28T 10% IR FEPE ~ Verrucomicrobia 17 1 8 5
B (Verrucomicrobia) , 5 B TERERR 11% , TASEL 1A H firmicutes 14 ? 19 13
(OM) 4638 oft M B H0 2 M0 10% Wi G f ey o T2 1
(Firmicutes ) , /5 I LRSI 13% Actinobacteria 1 1 1 1

i FH S A W 3R A0 95 4% 25 B ( Chloroflexi) , ¥ Bacteroidetes 3 2 5 3
PP TE ( Gemmatimonadetes ) , T 2% B ( Actinobacteria ) , Nitrospirae 2 1 4 3
HUFF B ( Bacteroidetes ) , FEALYRIE & ( Nitrospirae) , V7 5 Planctomycetes 3 2 4 3
B ( Planctomycetes ) 145 7 ( Chlorobi ) , fihf]] 7E X} B8 ET;::;EM 2 ; Z (3)

(CK) AV 8534 H (OM) FAMHEIRAD B O AT Ly o o e 10
B>, 4 RN 5 M ST B LIRS/ N T 109 , 5
( Chlorobi) ZERSEEHE I (OM) HEMEALTE A B KB, 5350, %4 ( CK) ARG EE3 H (OM) T4 HE AL b 38 o
# 3% KA TE GenBank %A B WIHGRO 42K, JB TR A KM,

AR, R R FEL X AT BB A ORI K . AR 4 T LA i, R0 20 5 H X
BN 5% Eorb oA BRI T 10% , TR MWD T 5% o PMEAS &30 OB (L 0 T ATE 1, 53
A L, A0 L PR T 6% o 3 51, L 1250 25 2 RS 2 B OBA0A0 th BL B K, 50 AR B, 7
B G  EERERRN T 4% TGS BB T 4%

S
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2.3 HWERGEKE T

Z R R (CK) FIRgFLR H (OM) BIANHEAEAL 3 (] 25 & i 12 4~ OTUs, F| ] Mega 4. 0 I 4% H 1 50 /¥ v
B2BATEEMNTFIIMERGERKEM(E 1), MNE 1 7], fFH 13 16S rDNA 405 R4 K F W AT LAk 43
7 A Cluster, IE T 11 ARAE (A-K) , i AL A 7 A RAE, FEELEH (OM) & 4 4, FERE HE W
B> T LR T

ME 1 7] W, Cluster 1 FZERIHEFME ( Verrucomicrobia) , BRFF Hi ( Acidobacteria) , 2k B (Actinobacteria ) ,
225K ( Chloroflexi ) 7P 25 1 ( Planctomycetes) o FEELIA FH X BRAT & (Acidobacteria) [ 7347 7= A2 T B B H 2R
4%, R B B0 T BRAF BB LE R 3 , (S0 R (CK) H AR 7E C R D BIAb R A= R4, A1 5371
5 GenBank % 5% ¥ %] EU202742 (uncultured Acidobacteriaceae bacterium ) A1 AJ519365 (uncultured Holophaga
sp. ) A B AR ; 55— 5 T, R 3 FE AL fin T FRAT TR R SE AP S 1 40 A , S AR B8 FH (OM) b3 v iy 4 78
REJEE M F FHA, 1714515 GenBank & 5% 731 AJ519386 (uncultured Holophaga sp. ) F1 AJ519379 (uncul-
tured Holophaga sp. ) A 55 FIAML R . HR, RS IE H (OM) Jk /b T e B ( Verrucomicrobia ) 15 +- 3 i 4
i , % B8 (CK) b3 PETL A ( Verrucomicrobia ) 7 A2 T Wi B B R4 (WA ER 0 A M1 B) . REL A K4
B 5 GenBank & 5% %1 DQ088017 (uncultured Verrucomicrobiaceae bacterium ) 745 % 55 FUAH LR, BELL B 4 H
5 GenBank & 5% %% AY395423 (uncultured Xiphinematobacteriaceae bacterium) % & AR, Hob, G5
B ( Chloroflexi) R AEXTHE (CK) AbFEFE R4 (G) , 5 GenBank % 5% 751 AY922044 (uncultured Chloroflexi bac-
terium ) A ¢ = FIAHDLAR

Cluster 2 F B AU $EJERER ( Firmicutes ) , iHALIZE B ( Nitrospirae) , 4% 5 ( Chlorobi) , 4T 5 ( Bacteroidetes ) ,
ZE B MU B ( Gemmatimonadetes ) FIZR i ( Actinobacteria) . FEELIA H )5 , W0 T 4 & ( Chlorobi) B 434 , 1 B i2.
T AR BE R ( Nisrospirae) W53 o M 1 7] I A ILARIE B R AR AE H AL, EZok B TRIFIE H (OM) &b
3, 5 GenBank & 35% %% AF351231 (uncultured Nitrospira sp. ) A % & BIAE IR ; 54 B ( Chlorobi ) 7E X} HE ( CK) &b
L R4 1, 5 GenBank %55 751 AJ519407 (uncultured Chlorobi bacterium ) 745 % & AL

Cluster 3 FI Cluster 4 F Z 1 25 & B ( Proteobacteria ) 2 fi%,, H # Cluster 3 U #% 8-2F £ B ( Delta-
Proteobacteria) 1 a-Z5JE 1 ( Alpha-Proteobacteria) , Cluster 4 1% y-Z5 ¥ B ( Gamma-Proteobacteria ) Fl B-ETE B
( Beta-Proteobacteria) , Z5FE B ( Proteobacteria ) TEFS H +3Ep M- AEXT LR A, FEE R H B Xt 8- H
( Delta-Proteobacteria) 7E TR A ik K, HE 1 7] W, 8-ZFF B ( Delta-Proteobacteria ) 7 Cluster 3 H1y=
A THSNRE TR K, T AERI4HTE F 20k B TR (CK) 438, fl1fi 15 GenBank % 5% 731 AJ582683 (uncultured
Desulfobacteraceae bacterium ) 75 35 HABRIZR K A HE EE X A TREELH(OM) 43, flifil]5 GenBank
%557 %1] AB231802 (anaerobic syntrophic bacterium NE23-3) A %5 FIAH{LZ .

Cluster 5 FlI Cluster 6 435!l t i L SR SE B ( Nitrospirae ) FI4k 2 5 ( Chloroflexi ) 4H R, B Tl BT 6 & 0 40 78
WEHLED WAREHRE, #TH8 4 16S rDNA [F3J& T unclassified bacteria , X434 Cluster 7,

5% BEAR HL , I F X BRAT B (Acidobacteria) MM R K, ER R K BR FIE M4 R4 2 bRE
TRHR(CK) b 2,2 AE A T ARG EE H (OM) &b 2 5 H YK X PE I I ( Verrucomicrobia ) 1 8-78 & 1 ( Delta-
Proteobacteria) W73 ALK , ERGE K BN E&TE M 2 W RE . P (Verrucomicrobia) ) 2 Ik
PEF X R (CK) 4b 28 , 3-8 FE 18 ( Delta-Proteobacteria) 1 JEBREETXf fi(CK) 43, 75— b R4 T REHEiE H (OM)
W, Fi5h, NRGEERBW I RE , B IR H 5 B B30 T PEi i ( Verrucomicrobia) , %5 1 ( Chloroflext)
FNEXT ( Chlorobi) Hy 43T , TG AN T AEALARHE B ( Nitrospira)) B 5347
3 g

SRRSO TN A R 3B A MR SRR ERIEE AR, N SRR EER & Y
VL ZREVE, B S E B KA R RS E R AR 7 . AR AN, FEEE (OM) 5 1%
M REIE S K A T B3 197284k , Shannon 35 U F1 24 5] BE 45 B3y Ho X HR (CK) AL H/N (3R3) , AT L, R &
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%28 1 Fig. 1 continued
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1265521 (CK)

BEl1 16S rRNA EFGEXEMBZHNRZEEH
Fig.1 Phylogenetic tree based on the 16S rRNA sequences of the clones obtained from CK and OM
REREW RSB AR ;4 X FIBUE R Z 1000 YO EE 0B85 B ; BIAR R 3R 5% G i s
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EH(OM) W/ T HER Z . REPIRERY, i TRED SHHABENR A B HEER TR, BT
G AR Sy B B AR MR MBS R N T GR BUR, BRI WG H A WL, ML N
P K %), HIEMAEY & C N S EAR X R (CK) B &R &, BER2MEMZHENMAD T . XA RERHTA
WEFE A R (CK) AL PR T 243t 3 AL AL 2 it AE 77 =X, BBk PR E &8 B T P H it AT i bR , 2253 20 Z4F
KGR E , T B S S E 2 Bk E . BT LIS MM YR A E B FEE
MG, B3t Bk AR R RL (R 2) 5500 T LR SRR A Ea , AR L/ T At 20 B Y b 28 A
= OB 2 s 2 SN ] 2

16S rDNA J731) 53 #rR B, % B ( CK) FIAEFLE H (OM) AbF i) L 24 Fh HE 4T 2 28 JE B ( Proteobacteria ) , 43 5]
155 42% 1 47% . Axelrood 1) BF 5% 4 i 35 [ BF 48 bb 0 2% bk 1 398 41 35 b 3t 2 A5 T B (46% - alpha
20.9% , gamma 14.3% , beta 10.4% ) . 4% F/%H 11, Heiner 2 553 % IU7E W /K (O FS H 138 7p 7 tb
LV TE 4 R ) IS W2 B -8 JE i ( Alpha-Proteobacteria ) 1 B-%8 J& B ( Beta-Proteobacteria ) i 3 ; Sun
BB ST R BATE K RS AR SR A 4y th R AR TR A o 4 KR 4%, B b A B8 i ( Beta-Proteobacteria)) J& 25 .
X B STERAAGIFGERAR— B, R LI B W R NE R . 750, FHI R, faH LI
2 BIBRFTBR (Actinobacteria) 5345 , % R (CK) b3 b [ B FERERY 19% , FEREIE FH (OM) b3 5 21% , 3X—
ZER SRR — S SRS, BB+ 38 A5TE B R BRAT B T2 o 1 S B R AT B T
AE5 55 BRI 1) T IEIR A C, SE IR R UAS ST Al H 138 pH (Bl 5. 05—5. 10, 20455 BRYE , A F T IR LLBRAT E
B o BRAT RSB A I — 2SN H , B0 T i 1 R DU A PR IR S5 A | KB 40 S AN T 35
FEHIAEY o SCRE R BT P 1) Se R 18 S5 B 58 Hh R B SR I BRAT B AR LRSS o

16S 1DNA R K BRI B~ , 5 CK A1, FEIE H 5 1I3RMAEY RBE S50 k4 T B B N BUE , B A
FIRERE L, CK Ab 3 4 5 78 PE U ( Verrucomicrobia ) , BR #F B ( Acidobacteria ) , %525 B ( Chloroflexi) , 5% &
( Chlorobi) F1 8-ZF T i ( Delta-Proteobacteria ) F& 1%, 7 /> AEHL; T OM 4b ¥ H 7EBRFT H (Acidobacteria) , i fL 12
JEHE ( Nitrospirae) F1 Delta-Z5FE 1 ( Delta-Proteobacteria) JE i, 4 R &R, F, FHE A H 5B B0 T H
O, ST, 8 E) B0, X —45 R 5REEIE B G R SRR BRI B, AR L,
B H G, 0 T AE AR BE B ( Nitrospira ) i 531 o TS AL B2 HE & ( Nitrospirae bacterium ) fE %48 NO,-N &AL )
NO,-N, F 38455 + SR AL VE A, SRR IR A R A EEMEA . MERH)E, HRAVRSER N, A
A REAR = IR T 3B AR A AL T BRI AR W T M, B B AL T BB MU W) AR K o A R IR TR IRA
W

WAIBTELAG B , ) P S R SCPEAR ME AR A5 1 A BTV 015 6, BRI DA ISR ST K A S R S , AN T R
St A BRI REATINRE ) o AR ST ) B (CK) AR T 7a i SO B %R 0 10.7% , REHE H AL HE R N
26.0% , \NEUE BT RS A B 2 RS B A BE 8 UK IR AN E AR R E SR . {E2 , F A 16S rDNA Jf
B RE f 5 B SR AT AR BRI S A0 O O B B 12 R RE 7 - SR rp A B Y oA 2 e T BT I
FIFFT oM 5 R, BELE B se AR A VR b o SR s AL SR (R 263, © 2] LA OE 3 40 T8 1Y
RIS ZREE A RS . 5350, AR WF SR AR UM K F 98% 1))5 51 13 2 IRl — Fh A] 484 4325 5.5 ( Operational
taxonomic unit, OTU) , 354 MIBFFTR KT 95% KB KT 97% 7515 o [fl —Fh AT $ VR A3 2 B8 s
OTU B F AR BLARBRAR , THE S se R SCE M 7 e R R o SR AR A LK T 95% 3 5 5 Hy [F] —
A~ OTU , JR 2 58 R SCHE BRSNS 3 IR B 22. 7% 71 32. 0% o[BI HG, B FT REHLPKE 150 AN Sepe i i 2
FEPESSH , FEAS b AT LA 7K A - R B X T 338 40 T AR PRG540 1 20
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